
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S 471January 5, 1995
political violence and another mass ex-
odus of refugees to Florida. The Cuban
Government, which is successfully ex-
panding political and economic ties
with the rest of the world, is unlikely
to give in to United States demands. If
economic pressure succeeds in encour-
aging the people to take to the streets,
the most likely consequence would be
bloodshed. The military remains united
behind Castro, the opposition is too
weak and the government too repres-
sive for any uprising to be successful.

Mr. President, it is my hope that my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle
will join officials who served in the
Bush, Reagan, Ford, Nixon, and Ken-
nedy administrations as well as the
editors of the Wall Street Journal, the
Washington Post, the New York Times,
USA Today, the Economist, the Jour-
nal of Commerce, the Chicago Tribune,
and U.S. News & World Report in call-
ing for an overhaul of United States
policy toward Cuba and working to
promote a peaceful transition to de-
mocracy in Cuba.

Let us try the same policies and the
same methods that have produced the
freedom that has come to Eastern Eu-
rope and Central Europe and knocked
off the shackles, chains of the Soviet
Union.

f

TRIBUTE TO DEBORAH K. HAUGER

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, I was deep-
ly saddened last month by the death of
Deborah Hauger who served as the
Latin American advisor to the former
chairman of the House Foreign Affairs
Committee, Congressman LEE HAMIL-
TON. I had the pleasure of meeting
Deborah on several occasions and was
struck by her intelligence, vibrance,
warmth and her deep commitment to
doing what was right for United States
foreign policy and for the people of
Latin America.

I came to know Deborah through my
work with Congressman LEE HAMILTON
to change United States policy toward
Cuba. On behalf of myself and Con-
gressman HAMILTON, she and a member
of my staff traveled to Cuba and re-
ported to us their strong belief that
United States policy was counter-
productive and contrary to United
States national interests. She dem-
onstrated enormous commitment to
the Cuba issue in particular, and to
promoting democracy and human
rights throughout the hemisphere.

She died at the young age of 34 and
her death is a great loss not only to her
family, friends and colleagues, but to
the foreign policy of this country, to
the people of Latin America and to the
U.S. Congress as well. I hope my col-
leagues will join me in sending my sin-
cere condolences to her family, to Con-
gressman HAMILTON and to her col-
leagues.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska.

THE CONGRESSIONAL
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 1995

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
would like to call attention to a bit of
an inconsistency in this amendment. If
I may direct a question to one of the
managers with regard to the amend-
ment that is pending.

Is it correct that the Senator from
Alaska, as he reads the prohibition on
gifts, that it precludes a Senator from
being reimbursed for travel or trans-
portation to a charitable event such as
the event which for a number of years
was sponsored by former Senator Jake
Garn of Utah? As my colleagues know,
that was for a charitable purpose of the
Children’s Hospital. I think several
hundred thousand dollars were raised
for that purpose. As a consequence,
transportation was provided to Mem-
bers as well as lodging.

Under the proposed amendment,
would transporation and lodging reim-
bursement for such a charitable event
be precluded? I would be happy to have
a response to my question without los-
ing my right to the floor.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, if the Sen-
ator would allow the Senator from
Michigan to respond to that question.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Surely.
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, the an-

swer to the question is yes, it is the
same language as was in the conference
report which was before the Senate last
October, which had the support of the
vast majority on both sides of the aisle
and is the same language that was in
an earlier bill. The answer is yes.

The reason for it is that a significant
portion of the money which is contrib-
uted by the interest groups to those
events is used for the transportation,
lodging, and the recreation of Members
of Congress. That is the reason for it.

But the answer to your question is
yes, it is the same language as was in
the conference report.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
wonder if I could follow up with one
other question. Why would we preclude
reimbursement for transportation and
lodging for charitable events, yet allow
transportation and lodging for political
events?

It is my understanding that there is
nothing in this amendment that would
preclude a Member from going out to
Los Angeles for a political event, get-
ting his lodging taken care of, getting
his transportation taken care of.

Mr. President, I think there is an in-
consistency here as relates to the mer-
its of considering gift ban legislation.
And I wonder why the floor managers
have not seen fit to include a prohibi-
tion which I understand was not in last
year’s bill either. I think that the
American people should understand as
we consider the merits of banning gifts,
that there is certainly reasonable ex-
pectation that if we ban it for chari-
table events, that we ought to also ban
it for political events. I wonder if my
colleague would enlighten me as to
whether I am accurate in my interpre-
tation that, indeed, for political

events, one could get full reimburse-
ment for travel and full reimbursement
for lodging.

Mr. LEVIN. The Senator from Alaska
raised this very point during a debate
on the language which would ban trav-
el to the so-called charitable events.
That exact argument was raised. The
Senator from Alaska attempted to
strike the language which would have
or which does prohibit the travel paid
for to these so-called charitable events,
and the amendment of the Senator
from Alaska was defeated, I believe, by
a vote of 58–37.

So, that argument was made at the
time and the distinction had to do with
whether political events are within the
political activities of elected officials
and are different from entertainment,
lodging, meals, and travel to entertain
where one brings his or her family. The
distinction was adopted by the Senate
during that debate by a vote of 58–37, I
believe.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Well, Mr. Presi-
dent, I respect the response from my
colleague, but when we consider just
what constitutes a gift, I think we
have to recognize that if we travel to a
charitable event to raise money for a
worthwhile cause, there is some merit
to that. On the other hand, if we go to
a political event in Los Angeles and get
our transportation paid for and get our
lodging paid for, that is meritorious,
too, from a political point of view. But
we are talking about a great inconsist-
ency here in this legislation that is
proposed by my colleagues on the other
side. We are talking about cleansing
the process, the process of accepting
gifts. But they do not want to touch
the area that is sacrosanct, and that is
specifically political contributions and
the way that money is raised.

Money is raised by travel to legiti-
mate political events. And reimburse-
ment occurs not only for the Member
but, very often, for the spouse as well.
And so I hope that those watching this
among the American public, as they re-
flect on the merits of this debate on
gifts, recognize the inconsistency that
is proposed here. If my friends on the
other side were suggesting that we do
away with gifts, period, do away with
gifts associated with charitable events,
we do away with gifts that are associ-
ated with political events from a stand-
point of travel and a standpoint of
lodging, then there would be consist-
ency.

But clearly, that is not the intention
because there is a lot of money raised
in this process. That process gets Mem-
bers elected. So, I think as we address
the merits of reform here in this body
on the issue of gifts, we should specifi-
cally reflect on this other overlooked
issue—political travel. As most of us
recognize, the reason my amendment
did not pass last year is there was some
motivation, the motivation by those
that suggested that that was too great
a sacrifice, too great a sacrifice to give
up political travel.
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